IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Applicants: Steven S, Homer, el al. Examiner: Anthony Q. Edwards 

Serial No.: 10/661,71? Group Art Unit; 2835 

Filed: September 12. 2003 Docket No.: 2003 1 2716-1 

Title: Computes with adjustable Display 

REPLY BRIEF UNDER 37 C.KR. § 41.41 

Mail Stop Appeal Brief - Patents 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

This Reply Brief is filed in response to the Examiner's Answer mailed December 
7, 2006. 



AUTHORIZATION TO DEBIT ACCOUNT 

It is believed that no extensions of time or fees are required, beyond those that 
may otherwise be provided for in documents accompanying tins paper. However, in the 
event that additional extensions of time are necessary to allow consideration of thi s paper, 
such extensions are hereby petitioned under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .136(a), and any fees required 
(including fees for net addition of claims) are hereby authorized to be charged to Hewlett- 
Packard .Development Company's deposit account no. 08-2025. 



Serial No.: SO/661.717 

\nswer 12/07/2006 

Status of Claims 

Appl icants acknowledge that the status of the claims is as follows: 
Claims 13-20 and 24-27 are rejected and subject to appeal 
Claims 1-4, 6-8, 10-12, 22, and 23 are allowed and not subject to appeal. 

Response to Examiner's Arguments 

Regarding independent claim 13, the Examiner provides new sketches of figs. 6 
and 7 of Landry and argues as follows: '"Although these particular drawing figures are not 
provided in the Landry reference, it can be clearly surmised from the draftsman's 
depiction that the claimed limitation can be performed by the prior art structure of 
Landry" (see Examiner's Answer at p. 4). Applicants respectfully disagree. 

Claim 13 recites adjusting the display to a vertical position such that "a center of 
gravity of the display is between a first pivot point at the base and a second pivot point at 
the display." Landy does not discuss or even suggest the location of the center of gravity 
for his display. In fact, as shown in the Examiner's new sketch of Fig. 6, the display in 
Landry appeai-s ready to fall over. In this awkward position, the center of gravity of 
display 88 is not between hinge 90 and hinge 206. 

Regarding independent claim 18, the Examiner provides new sketches of Figs. 6 
and 7 of Landry and argues these figures show a display "'such that a center of gravity of 
the display is between two different and parallel axes that pass through two different 
rotational locations" (see Examiner's Answer at p. 7). Applicants respectfully disagree. 

Claim. 18 recites that the display is above the base and abuts against a straight 
portion of the means for connecting. When the display is in this position, "'a center of 
gravity of the display is between two different and parallel axes that pass through two 
different rotational axes." Landy does not discuss or even suggest the location of the 
center of gravity for his display. In. fact, as shown in the Examiner's new sketch of Fig. 6. 
the display in Landry appears ready to fall over, In this awkward position, the center of 
gravity of display 88 is not between hinge 90 and hinge 206. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the above, Applicants respectfully request the Board of Appeals to 
reverse the Examiner's rejection. 

Any inquiry regarding this Amendment and Response should be directed to Philip 
S. Lyren at Telephone No. (832) 236-5529, In addition, all correspondence should 
continue to be directed to the following address: 



H ew Sett- Packard Com pany 

i ntell.ee tu a 1 P ro p ert v Ad mi ni strati o n 
P.O. Box 272400 

Fort Collins, Colorado 80527-2400 



Respectfully submitted. 

/Philip S. Lyren #40,709/ 

Philip S, Lyren 
Reg. No. 40,709 
Ph: 832-236-5529 
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